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Russell Erickson 

Mid-Continent Ecology Division 

National Health and Environmental Effects Research Laboratory 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

6201 Congdon Boulevard 

Duluth, MN, USA 55804 

Phone: 218-529-5157 

Fax: 218-529-5003 

From: Peters, Emily (MPCA) [mailto:Emily.Peters@state.mn.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 1:20PM 
To: Erickson, Russell 
Subject: anova results 

Russ, 

R5-20 15-01 01170000039 

I'm attaching a set of ANOV As and an ANCOV A for the hydroponic data. My interpretation is 
that Treatment2 is marginally significantly different from the Control ONLY in the Range Finder 
Test. It is not significantly different from the Control in the Dl and D2 tests. When all three tests 
are pooled (for C, Tl, T2), Treatment 2 is significantly different from the Control. Which of 
these analyses do you think is most appropriate/robust? 

I'm not quite sure how to interpret the ANCOV A results. Mean sulfide is a significant model 
term, but how would we use this to determine if Treatment 2 is different from the Control? 



Should I add "treatment" as a factor in the model? That seems redundant??? 

-Emily 

Emily B Peters, Ph.D. 

Data Analyst 

Data Services Section 

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 

520 Lafayette Rd N, St. Paul, MN 55155 

651-757-2860 
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